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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 5/27/2004. 

Claims 1,4-12, 15-17 and 20 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 9, 12 and 
17 are independent claims. In the amendment, claims 1, 9-10, 12, 17 and 20 were 
amended and claims 2-3, 13-14 and 18-19 were cancelled. This action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



Claims 1, 4-7, 12, 15 and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ishida, U.S. Patent No. 5,684,969. 

As per claim 1, Ishida teaches a method of resizing a graphical user interface of 
a computer software application, the graphical user interface having at least one 
graphical user interface element disposed thereon, comprising the steps of : 

altering the size of the graphical user interface dynamically to a selected size 
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during running of the computer software application (see Ishida, column 4, lines 27 - 
36); 

notifying a graphical user interface control module that the graphical user 
interface is being resized to the selected size (see Ishida, column 8, line 66 - column 9, 
line 3); 

notifying the graphical user interface element that it is to be repositioned on the 
graphical user interface according to a set of rules governing the position of graphical 
user interface elements on the graphical user interface (see Ishida, column 9, lines 4 - 
9); 

repositioning the graphical user interface element according to the set of rules 
(see Ishida, column 8, lines 26 - 47 and column 9, lines 10 - 20), wherein repositioning 
the graphical user interface element includes moving the graphical user interface 
element from a first position to a second position, wherein the second position is the 
same relative position on the graphical user interface after the graphical user interface 
has been resized, as the f irst position of the graphical user interface el ement prior to 
altering the size of the graphical user interface to the selected size (see Ishida, figures 
7a - 7g; it is shown that the items displayed are moved from a first position to another 
when the scale factor of the display is changed, however the items are still displayed in 
the same relative position within the window when the window's size is changed); and 

displaying the graphical user interface (see Ishida, column 4, lines 34 - 36). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Ishida teaches the method of 
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claim 1 (see rejection above). Ishida further teaches the method of Claim 1 , whereby 
the step of displaying the graphical user interface, includes the steps of, 

constructing a bitmap of the graphical user interface according the selected size; 

positioning the graphical user interface element on the bitmap according to the 
set of rules; and 

designating the bitmap for display (see Ishida, column 9, lines 16 - 20). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Ishida teaches the method of 
claim 1 (see rejection above). Ishida further teaches the method of Claim 1, whereby 
the step of notifying, the graphical user interface element that it is to be repositioned, 
includes the steps of: 

altering the graphical user interface element in response to altering the size of 
the graphical user interface (see Ishida, figures 7a - 7g; the individual elements of the 
window are altered when the size of the user interface is altered). 



As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 5, Ishida teaches the method of 
claim 5 (see rejection above). Ishida further teaches the method of Claim 5, whereby 
the step of altering the graphical user interface element, includes the step of: 

altering the size of the graphical user interface element (see Ishida, figures 7a - 
7g; the sizes of the individual elements of the window are altered when the size of the 
user interface is altered). 
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As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 5, Ishida teaches the method of 
claim 5 (see rejection above). Ishida further teaches the method of Claim 5, whereby 
the graphical user interface is a dialog window for providing access to functionality of 
the computer software application (see Ishida, figure 7a). 

As per claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 15, it is of similar scope to claim 4 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 4 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 16, it is of similar scope to claim 5 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 5 (see rejection above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 8, 9, 11, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ishida, U.S. Patent No. 5,684,969 in view of Owings, U.S. Patent No. 
6,335,743. 
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As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Ishida teaches the method of 
claim 1 (see rejection above). Ishida does not teach the method of Claim 1 , whereby the 
graphical user interface element includes a plurality of controls disposed on the 
graphical user interface. Owings teaches a method of resizing a graphical user 
interface whereby the graphical user interface element includes a plurality of controls 
disposed on the graphical user interface (see Owings, column 2, lines 16 - 18). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the method of Owings with the method of Ishida in order to provide controls 
in the window which will be resized or moved when the window is resized. 

As per claim 9, Ishida teaches a method of resizing a dialog window of a 
computer software application, the dialog window having a plurality of elements 
disposed thereon, comprising the steps of: 

running the computer software application; 

altering the size of the fr a me dynamicall y byuser action to a sel ected size while 

the computer software application is running (see Ishida, column 4, lines 27 - 36); 

notifying a manager module that the frame is being resized to the selected size 
(see Ishida, column 8, line 66 - column 9, line 3); 

notifying each of the plurality of elements that it is to be repositioned on the frame 
according to a set of rules governing the position of elements on the frame (see Ishida, 
column 9, lines 4 - 9); 

repositioning the plurality of elements according to the set of rules (see Ishida, 
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column 8, lines 26 - 47 and column 9, lines 10 - 20), wherein repositioning the plurality 
of controls includes moving the plurality of controls from a first position to a second 
position, wherein the second position is the same relative position on the dialog window 
after the dialog window has been resized, as the first position of the plurality of controls 
prior to altering the size of the dialog window to the selected size (see Ishida, figures 7a 
- 7g; it is shown that the items displayed are moved from a first position to another 
when the scale factor of the display is changed, however the items are still displayed in 
the same relative position within the window when the window's size is changed); and 

displaying the frame (see Ishida, column 4, lines 34 - 36). 

Ishida does not teach the dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed 
thereon. Owings teaches a dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed 
thereon (see Owings, column 2, lines 16 - 18). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Owings 
with the method of Ishida in order to provide controls in the window which will be resized 
or moved when the window is resized. 



As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 9, Ishida and Owings teach the 
method of claim 9 (see rejection above). Ishida further teaches the method of Claim 9, 
whereby the step of displaying the dialog window, includes the steps of, 

constructing a bitmap of the dialog window according the selected size; 

positioning the plurality of controls on the bitmap according to the set of rules; 

and 
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designating the bitmap for display (see Ishida, column 9, lines 16 - 20). 

As per claim 17, it is of similar scope to claim 9 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 9 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 20, it is of similar scope to claim 11 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 1 (see rejection above). 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ishida, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,684,969 in view of Owings, U.S. Patent No. 6,335,743 as applied to 
claim 9 above, and further in view of Thomson, U.S. Patent No. 5,682,487. 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Ishida and Owings teach the 
method of Claim 9 (see rejection above). Ishida and Owings further teach determining 
a size and position of each of the plurality of controls, based on the determined size and 
position of its their associated frames; and designating for display with the dialog 
window each of the plurality of controls according to their size and position (see 
rejection for claim 9). 

Ishida and Owings do not teach the method of Claim 9, whereby the step of 
repositioning the plurality of controls according to the set of rules, includes specifying a 
plurality of frames, each frame representing a region within the dialog window, the 
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frames forming a hierarchical tree of frames, the tree of frames including at least one 
parent frame having at least one associated child frame, wherein a region represented 
by each parent frame encloses a region represented by its associated child frame, each 
of the plurality of controls having an associated frame; determining a minimum size of 
each child frame; determining a minimum size of each parent frame based on the 
minimum sizes of its child frames; determining a position for each parent frame; and 
determining a position of each child frame based on the position of its parent frame. 

Thomson teaches a method of resizing a dialog box whereby a step of 
repositioning the plurality of controls according to the set of rules includes 

specifying a plurality of frames, each frame representing a region within the 
dialog window, the frames forming a hierarchical tree of frames, the tree of frames 
including at least one parent frame having at least one associated child frame, wherein 
a region represented by each parent frame encloses a region represented by its 
associated child frame, each of the plurality of controls having an associated frame (see 
Thomson, column 4, lines 57 - 65; the examiner interprets a widget as a frame and it is 
inherent that each control of the dialog box is associated to a widget); 

determining a minimum size of each child frame (see Thomson, column 6, lines 
6 - 1 1 ; it is inherent that the size of the view determines the size of the image to be 
displayed in a widget, and therefore the minimum size of the widget); 

determining a minimum size of each parent frame based on the minimum sizes 
of its child frames (see Thomson, column 6, lines 14 - 20; it is inherent that when the 
size of the view is 33% then the minimum size of the top most widget will be determined 
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by the minimum sizes of the child widgets to be displayed at 33%); 
determining a position for each parent frame; 

determining a position of each child frame based on the position of its parent 
frame (see Thomson, figure 7, items 710 - 740 and column 5, lines 14 - 21; it is 
inherent that the position of the child frames depends on the position of the parent 
frame because different dialog windows representing different devices are displayed at 
different locations in figure 7, and all corresponding frames are displayed inside their 
corresponding parent frames); 

determining a size and position of each of the plurality of controls, based on the 
determined size and position of its their associated frames (see Thomson, column 5, 
lines 10-13 and column 6, lines 6 - 11; it is inherent that the controls are displayed as 
widgets with a certain size of a photo-realistic images); and 

designating for display with the dialog window each of the plurality of controls 
according to their size and position (see Thomson, figure 7, items 710 - 740, and 
column 5, lines 14-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Thomson with the method of Ishida and Owings 
in order to provide a consistent view of a resized dialog window. 



Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Arshad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0329 before October 20 th and (571 ) 272-4060 after October 20 th . The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640 before October 20 th 
and (571 ) 272-4063 after October 20 th . The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



KRISTINE KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 
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